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DETAILED ACTION 

This office action is in response to the amendments and arguments filed on 
12/03/2008. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

1 . The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in a patent granted on an application for patent by another filed in the 
United States before the invention thereof by the applicant for patent, or on an international application 
by another who has fulfilled the requirements of paragraphs (1 ), (2), and (4) of section 371 (c) of this 
title before the invention thereof by the applicant for patent. 

2. Claims 1, 5, 6, and 8 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102 (e) as being anticipated 
by Sinnarajah et al (US 2003/0114177). 

3. Regarding claim 1 , Sinnarajah discloses a method of providing a service to 
wireless stations through a telecommunication network (See figure 1), the service being 
identified by a unique service identifier (See paragraph [0037], line 10) stored in the 
telecommunication network and in at least one subscriber station (See paragraph 
[0037], line 12) among said wireless stations (See figure 1 , items 114), the method 
comprising the steps of: 

determining a paging identifier in the telecommunication network and at said 
subscriber station (See claim 13, lines 6-8), by applying a hash function to a data string 
(See paragraph [0060], lines 25-29) including at least part of the unique service 
identifier (e.g. IMSI); 

associating said subscriber station with the determined paging identifier (See claim 13); 
and 



Application/Control Number: 10/551,242 Page 3 

Art Unit: 2617 

prior to transmitting information pertaining to the service over a broadcast channel, 
transmitting a paging message (See paragraph [0059], line 3) incorporating said paging 
identifier to the wireless stations (See claim 9). 

4. Regarding claim 5, Sinnarajah teaches means for participating in the provision of 
services to wireless stations, wherein the means comprising: 

means for storing unique service identifiers respectively identifying the services (e.g. 
RAM or EEPROM, see paragraph [0087]); means for determining a respective paging 
identifier associated with each of the services (See claim 13), by applying a hash 
function to a data string including at least part of the unique identifier for said service 
(See paragraph [0060], lines 25-29); and means for transmitting a paging message 
incorporating the paging identifier associated with one of the services to the wireless 
stations, prior to transmitting information pertaining to said one of the services over a 
broadcast channel (See paragraph [0059], line 3). 

5. Regarding claim 6, Sinnarajah discloses the means as in claim 5, wherein the 
information pertaining to the service transmitted over the broadcast channel includes 
the unique service identifier (See paragraph [0037], line 10). 

6. Regarding claim 8, Sinnarajah discloses a wireless station for communicating 
through a telecommunication network (Fig. 1), the wireless station comprising: 
means for storing (e.g. RAM or EEPROM, see paragraph [0087]) at least one unique 
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service identifier (See paragraph [0037], line 10) identifying a respective service to 
which the station has a subscription (See claim 13); 

means for determining a paging identifier (See claim 13), by applying a hash function to 
a data string including at least part of the unique service identifier (See paragraph 
[0060], lines 25-29); and 

means for receiving a paging message (See claim 25) incorporating said paging 
identifier and (See claim 9), in response thereto, switching to reception over a broadcast 
channel to receive information pertaining to the service as transmitted from the 
telecommunication network: (See claim 13). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

1 . The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

2. The factual inquiries set forth in Graham v. John Deere Co., 383 U.S. 1 , 148 
USPQ 459 (1966), that are applied for establishing a background for determining 
obviousness under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) are summarized as follows: 

1 . Determining the scope and contents of the prior art. 

2. Ascertaining the differences between the prior art and the claims at issue. 

3. Resolving the level of ordinary skill in the pertinent art. 

4. Considering objective evidence present in the application indicating 
obviousness or nonobviousness. 

3. Claims 2, 4, and 9 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being unpatentable 
over Sinnarajah in view of Aune (US 2002/0010683). 
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4. Regarding claims 2 and 9 Sinnarajah discloses a method as claimed in claims 1 
and claim 8 respectively, wherein the information pertaining to the service, transmitted 
over the broadcast channel (See abstract), includes the unique service identifier (See 
paragraph [0037], line 10), and wherein a wireless station associated with said paging 
identifier (See claim 13, lines 6-8) responds to the paging message by switching to the 
broadcast channel (See paragraph [0045], lines 10-1 1) and receiving the transmitted 
unique service identifier (See claim 25). Sinnarajah does not explicitly teach checking 
whether the received service identifier matches the service identifier stored in said 
wireless station. However, Aune does disclose checking whether the received service 
identifier matches the service identifier stored in said wireless station (See paragraph 
[0027], line 4-6). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to 
incorporate in Sinnarajah's invention the step of checking whether the detected service 
identifier matches the stored unique service identifier matches the stored unique 
identifier as taught by Aune because the wireless station has to authenticate the service 
identifier in order to receive the proper information about the channel to tune to for the 
service. 

5. Regarding claim 4, Sinnarajah discloses the method in accordance with claim 1 . 
Sinnarajah does not explicitly teach the method wherein the unique identifier includes 
an address associated with the service and an indication of a scope within which said 
address is unique. However, Aune discloses a method wherein a unique identifier 
includes an address associated with the service and an indication of a scope (e.g. APN 
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or IP) within which said address is unique (See paragraph [0005], see also paragraph 
[0038], lines 7-9). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time of invention to employ a unique address and indication such as APN as taught by 
Aune in the unique service identifier associated with a particular service as taught by 
Sinnarajah, because the service has to be distinguished in order to relate the particular 
requested service or IP address to the subscriber. 

6. Claims 3, 7, and 10 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Sinnarajah in view of Corriveau (US 5,918,177). 

7. Regarding claims 3, 7, and 10, Sinnarajah teaches the limitations in accordance 
with claims 1 ,5 and 8 respectively. Sinnarajah fails to further teach the method wherein 
said data string further includes an indication of a type of the service. However, 
Corriveau, discloses a method in which the paging message or data string (See figure 
3) includes an indication of a type of service (See column 2, lines 3-6). It would have 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to use the feature as taught by Corriveau 
in Sinnarajah's invention in order to distinguish among the type of service requested by 
the mobile station or forwarded to by the Mobile Switching Center. Moreover, because 
of the multitude of available services at the time of the invention claimed by the 
applicant, every type of service available to the cellular technology, such as voice, data, 
or fax is to be identified as such by a specific indication sequence of data. 

Response to Arguments 
Applicant's arguments filed 12/03/2008 have been fully considered but they are 
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not persuasive. 

Regarding claim 1 , 5, 6, and 8, the examiner respectfully disagrees with the 
traverse made by the applicant. 

In claims 1 , 5, and 8, the applicant submitted that Sinnarajah does not disclose a 
service identifier that identifies a service. The applicant suggests and submits that the 
reference applied does not teach as in claim 1 and 5 transmitting a paging message 
incorporating the paging identifier to the wireless stations. The reference applied also is 
said to have no element of receiving a paging message incorporating said paging 
identifier and in response thereto the wireless station switches to reception over a 
broadcast channel to receive information pertaining to the service as transmitted from 
the telecommunication network. The applicant further adds that Sinnarajah does not 
teach the hash function is utilized to determine a paging identifier that is incorporated 
into a paging message as in claims 1 , 5, and 8, but rather related to determining a 
paging channel on which a subscriber station will receive paging messages. 

The examiner respectfully disagrees with the traverse made by the applicant 
regarding the aforementioned claims. The reference teaches the broadcast service 
identifier (e.g. BSRJD, see [0036], lines 5-6) which identifies the broadcast service so 
that the channel carrying the service could be mapped to the appropriate user station 
upon paging requests multiple users multimedia broadcast. This identifier represents 
the unique service physical channel and it is included in the service physical channel. 
On the other hand the HSBSJD is the identifier representing the broadcast service 
logical channel, and it is added to the paging set in order send paging messages in 
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accordance with the frequencies that the user station is tuned to when service is 
requested by the user station (See [0066], lines 9-10). The examiner notes also that 
Sinnarajah does teach the hashing function being applied to the paging channel (See 
[0060], lines 28-31) and therefore to monitor the paging message which includes the 
paging identifier. 

Therefore, in accordance with 35 U.S. 102 (e), Sinnarajah anticipates and 
discloses all the limitations as disclosed by the applicant in claims 1, 5, 6, and 
subsequently 8 since the process of receiving and transmitting is a parallel inter-change 
process. 

Regarding claims 2, 3, 4, 7, 9, and 10, the applicant submits that these claims 
are allowable at least by virtue of their dependency on previous independent claims. 
The examiner respectfully disagrees and acknowledges the applicant that claims 2, 3, 4, 
7, 9, and 10 inherit the deficiency of claims 1 , 5, and 8 and therefore they are rejected 
as indicated above. 

Conclusion 

THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
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extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to ISSAM CHAKOUR whose telephone number is (571) 
270-5889. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Thursday (8:30-6:00). 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Perez Rafael can be reached on (571) 272-7915. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/I. CV 

Examiner, Art Unit 2617 



/Rafael Perez-Gutierrez/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 2617 



